
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

"To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service"

DONALD L. WOLFE, Director

900 SOUTH FREONT AVENU
ALHABRA, CALIFORN 91803-1331

Telephone: (626) 458-5100
ww.ladpw.org

ADDRESS ALL CORRSPONDENCE TO:
P.O. BOX 1460

ALHARA, CALIFORNA 91802-1460

IN REPLY PLEASE

REFER TO FilE: . W-O

March 9, 2006

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles
383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

LOS ANGELES COUNTY WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40, ANTELOPE VALLEY
ANNEXATION 40-51 (4-123)
SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICT 5
3 VOTES

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD ACTING AS THE GOVERNING BODY
OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40,
ANTELOPE VALLEY:

1. Consider the Negative Declaration certified by the City of Lancaster
(Exhibit C) on June 21, 2004, together with the environmental findings
adopted by the City of Lancaster contained therein; and certify that you
have independently considered and reached your own conclusions
regarding the environmental effects of the proposed project and have
determined that the Negative Declaration and environmental findings

adequately address the environmental impacts of the proposed annexation.

2. Adopt the enclosed Resolution of Application to Initiate Proceedings for
the annexation of the property located at the northeast corner of

40th Street West and Avenue J-12 in the City of Lancaster, designated as
Annexation 40-51 (4-123), into Los Angeles County Waterworks
District No. 40, Antelope Valley (District).



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
March 9, 2006
Page 2

3. Approve and authorize the Director of Public Works to file with the
Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) the required application for
the proposed annexation to the District and to take any other steps
necessary to assist LAFCO in processing the application.

PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

This recommended action is for your Board to adopt the enclosed Resolution requesting
LAFCO to initiate proceedings for the annexation of territory described and shown on
the enclosed Exhibits A and B, respectively, into the District. The owners of the territory
proposed to be annexed requested water service from the District. However, the
territory is not currently within the boundaries of the District and requires annexation into
the District before water service can be provided.

LAFCO requires a Board-adopted Resolution to initiate proceedings for such a change
of organization and the filing of an application.

Implementation of Strateaic Plan Goals

This action meets the County Strategic Plan Goal of Organizational Effectiveness as it
wil provide effective and efficient delivery of water to future customers within the
annexed area.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

New revenue wil be generated in the form of standby charges paid by the propert
owners to the District for operation and maintenance of the water system and capital
improvement projects.

The property owners requesting the proposed annexation wil pay all required fees
associated with this project.

A portion of the annual property tax increment from the affected taxing entities wil be
transferred to the District.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

The boundary of the proposed annexation has been reviewed and approved by
Public Works and the County Assessor. The enclosed Resolution requesting LAFCO to
initiate proceedings for the change of organization has been approved by
County Counsel as to form. Copies of the diagram showing the boundary of the

annexation territory are included with the Resolution (see Exhibits A and B).
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ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

The City of Lancaster, in its role as a lead agency in matters pertaining to compliance
with the California Environmental Quality Act, has certified the Negative Declaration and
adopted certain findings contained therein with respect .to the environmental effects of
the proposed annexation. In its role as a responsible agency, your Board must

independently consider the environmental document prepared by the lead agency and
reach your own conclusions regarding the environmental effects of the proposed

. annexation. After having done so, it is recommended that your Board determine that
the Negative Declaration and environmental findings adequately address the
environmental impacts of the proposed annexation.

IMPACT ON CURRENT SERVICES (OR PROJECTS)

There wil be nò negative impact on current County services or projects during the
performance of the recommended action.

CONCLUSION

Please return one adopted copy of this letter and the signed Resolution to Public Works,
Waterworks and Sewer Maintenance Division, for submittal to LAFCO, and forward one
adopted copy of the letter and Resolution to the County Assessor.

Respectfully submitted,

DONALD L. WOLFE
Director of Public Works

MR:lm
BDL2213

Ene.

cc: Chief Administrative Office

County Assessor
County Counsel



RESOLUTION OF APPLICATION TO INITIATE PROCEEDINGS BY THE
LOS ANGELES COUNTY WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO. 40, ANTELOPE VALLEY,

REQUESTING THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION TO
INITIATE PROCEEDINGS FOR THE ANNEXATION OF TERRITORY DESIGNATED

AS ANNEXATION 40-51 (4-123)

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40, Antelope Valley
(District), desires to initiate proceedings pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
Government Reorganization Act of 2000, commencing with Section 56000 of the
California Government Code, for a change of organization that would annex territory to
the District; and

WHEREAS, this annexation is being proposed based upon a petition filed by the
property own~r requesting said annexation; and

WHEREAS, the territory proposed to be annexed is uninhabited; and

WHEREAS, the boundaries of the proposed area depicted on the corresponding
map in Exhibit A, and described in Exhibit B, which by this reference are incorporated
herein; and

WHEREAS, on June 21,2004, the City of Lancaster, in its role as lead agency in
matters pertaining to compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act, certified
a Negative Declaration, and adopted certain findings with respect to the environmental
effects of the proposed project; and

WHEREAS, this Board has determined that this proposal meets the criteria for
waiver of protest proceedings as set forth in Government Code Section 56663(c).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Los Angeles, acting as the governing body of the District, that:

1. The Board of Supervisors, in its role as a responsible agency under the California
Environmental Qualiy Act, has considered the Negative Declaration certified by
the City of Lancaster on June 21, 2004, together with the environmental findings
contained therein; and hereby certifies that it has independently considered and
reached its own conclusions regarding the environmental effects of the proposed
project and has determined that the Negative Declaration and environmental

findings adequately address the environmental impacts of the proposed

annexation.
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2. Application and a proposal is hereby made to the Local Agency Formation

Commission of the County of Los Angeles for a change of organization as
follows:

a. This proposal is made pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local

Government Reorganization Act of 2000 commencing with Section 56000,
Government Code, State of California.

b. The nature of the proposed change of organization is the annexation of
the territory to the District.

c. The territory proposed to be annexed is uninhabited and its boundaries
are described in Exhibits A and B attached hereto.

d. It is desired that the proposed annexation provide for and be made subject
. to the following terms and conditions:

i. The annexed territory shall be subject to the payment of

such service charges, assessments, or taxes as the District
may legally impose.

ii. The Board of Supervisors shall be the governing body of the

District.

iii. Any taxes, fees, charges, or assessments for the District

may be collected by the County of Los Angeles Treasurer
and Tax Collector in the same manner as ad valorem
property taxes or as otherwise allowed by law.

e. The reason for this proposal is as follows:

i. .The owners of the territory proposed to be annexed request

water service from the District. However, the territory is not
currently within the boundaries of the District and requires
annexation into the District before water service can be
provided.

3. This Resolution of Application to Initiate Proceedings is hereby adopted

and approved by the Board of Supervisors, and the Local Agency
Formation Commission of Los Angeles County is hereby requested to
initiate proceedings for the annexation of territory as authorized and in the
manner provided by the Cortese-Knox-Hertberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000, and the District hereby consents to the waiver
of protest proceedings in accordance with Section 56663(c) of the

Government Code.
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The foregoing Resolution was adopted on the day of , 2006,
by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Los Angeles as the governing body of the
Los Angeles County Waterworks District No. 40, Antelope Valley.

JOANNE STURGES
Acting Executive Officer of the
Board of Supervisors of the
County of Los Angeles

By
Deputy

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

RAYMOND G. FORTNER, JR.
County Counsel

BY!öWW ~GiJ (M(1
Deputy
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EXHIBIT "C"

ANNEXATION 40-51(4-123)

. NEGATIVE DECLARATION, AND ENVIRONMENTAL
FINDINGS OF THE CITY OF LANCASTER



Negative
Declaration

City of Lane8ster

Certification Date: . 'mme 2 i. 200

Applicat: BlDc B i ne, LLG

Typ ofPonnt: Tentuiye Trat Map

Fiie Name or Numbe: TI 062a

"'

Lotion of the Proect: 25:t grss acre~. locted on the southwest come of 40dt Strt Wes an

Aven J-6

Dcscrinton of the Proiec: Subdvision tor 94 single famy Iou in the R-7 ~OOO Zone.

It is the opiiun of the

-- PlannigCommis.c;ion

_ . City Counil
Directo

"

upn ~w th th project wil not have a significant effect upn .tbe envionment.

ar requird

Miiigation meaur
-- ar not reuied UL

Dan Miler

Assistt Pla

Date of Public Notice: June 21. 2004.

X Legal Advertisement
X Post of propertes .
X Wntten notice

605-6.7
. Revied 7-2-



CITY OF LANCASTER
INITIAL STUDY

1. Project title and File Number: Tentative Tract Map No. 060428

2. Led agency name and address: City of Lancaster
Deparent of Community Development

44933 Fern Avenue
Lancaster, California 93534

3. Contact person and phone number: Dan Miler

(661) 723-6100

4. Applicant: Blanc Blue, LLC

loCation: 25:: gross acres located on the southweSt comer of 40lh Street West and Avenue J-6

5. Projectproponents name and address: Blanc Blue, LLC
7116 Valjea Avenue
Van Nuys, Californa 91406

6. General Plan designation: DR (Urban Residential, 2.1- 6.5 dwellng unts per acre)

7. Zoning: R -7,000

8. Desciiption of project: A subdivision for 94 single family lots.

9, Surrounding land uses and setting: The site is CUtrêfitly vacant but was once partial1y developed
with á single family strcture. The site has no evidenCe of agrcultual production: The General Plan
designation, zoning, and land use ofthe surounding properes are as follows: the propert to the nort,
south, east, and west is designated as UR (Urban Residential), and is zoned R-7,000 (single family
residential, minimum lot size of 7,000 square fee). The land to the north is occupied with single faai1y
residences; the north halfof the land to the east is occupied with single family residences and the south

halfis vacat; the land to the west is currently under constrction with single family residence; the land
to the south is being graded for single family residences.

The Lancaster General Plan Master Environmental Assessment (LMEA) identifies the site as being
within the Hespereria-Rosa11ond-Cajon Soil Association (LMEA Figure 2;0-4), which has a low
shrnk~swell potential (LMEA Figure 2.0-5). This site is not subject to fissuring (LMEA Figure 2.0-6).
The site is within the severe seismic shaking zone, but is not subject to liquefaction or ground rupture
(LMEA Figure 2.0-8, pgs. 2.0-29 and 2.0-33). The vegetation on the site consists primarily of Disturbed
Lands (agrculture/grassland) and contains no known threatened or endangered species (LEMA Figure
3.Q-l). The site wil have access to 40th Street West; which is cUlTentIy improved with thee lanes of

traffc, one south-bound and two north-bound, The site is not within an airport safety zone (LMEA
Figure 6.0-8) and is not subject to noise above 6S dBA from either aircraft overfight (LMEA Figure
8.0.3) or traffic (LMEA Table 8.09). There is no known hazardous waste on the site or in the vicinity
(LMEA Figure 9.1-4). The site is within the servce area of Los Angeles County Fire Station Nos. 130
and 134 (LMEA Figure 9..~1) and the servce area of the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Deparent.

rev 10-12-01
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(LMEA .Section 9.2). Water and sewer exist in the area to serve the project site (reference responses
IToin service agencies in the fie), Solid waste collection servces and the Lancaster Landfill are

available to serve the site (LMEA Section i 0.4). The site is located within the Los Angeles County
Waterworks Distrct No. 40. The site is 

not within the lOO-year flood zone as defined on the City'sFlood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) as depicted in Figure 10.3-2 of the LMEA. Phase I Cultural
Resource Study (CRS) was conducted by Richard H. Norwood of RTFactfinders in Februar 2004. As.a

result of the study, the site was found to lack integgity and is considered to have no potential for

significance. The site is not in proximity to a designated scenic highway or area (LMEA Section 12.0).
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ENVRONMENTAL F ACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked .below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least
one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on t1ie following pages.

Aesthetics Agrculture Resources Air Quality .

Biological ResoUrces . Cultural Resources Geology I Soils

Hazards & Hazardous Hydrology I Water Land Use I Plamiing
Materials

Quality

Mineral Resources Noise Populatiòn I Housing

Public Serices Recreation Transportation I Traffc

Utilties I Service Mandatory Findings of

Systems Significance

DETERMINA nON - On the basis of this initial evaluation:

x . I fid that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,

and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION wil be prepared:

'-

I ñnd that although thè proposed project could have a signficant effect on the enviroiuent,

there wil not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the projec have been
made by or agree to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE.
DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project lvA Y have a significant effect on. the environment, and an
. ENVIRONMENTAL IMP ACT REPORT is required.

I fid that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significat impact" or "potentially
significat unless mitigatedn. impact on the enviromnent, but at least one effect 1) has been

adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as descrbed on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but itinust ana1yze only the

. effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed prject could have a signficant effect on the environment,

because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in a earlier EIR
or NEGA TNE DECLARATION pursuant to applicant standards; and (b) have been avoided
or mitigated pursuant to that ealier ElR or NEGA rIVE DECLARATION, including
tevisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further
is required.

2 l/1f.L '!!(!lî1 1''V
Dan Miler, AssistantPlanner

May 27, 2004
Date
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EV ALVA TION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

i) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact". answers that are adequately.

supported by the infonl1ation sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses foUowing each

question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the. referenced infonnation sources
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like tte one involved (e.g.~.the project falls
outside a. fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" should 

be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g.~ the project wil not expose sensitive receptors to
pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as wen as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and constrction as welJ as
operational impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has detennined that a paricular physical iipact may 

occur, then the checklistanswers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significat with
mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significat. Impact" is appropriate if there is
substatial evidence that an 

effect may be. signficant If the are. one or mote ''Potentially
Significant Impact" entres when the detenination is made~ an EIR is required.

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Signficat With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduce 

an effect from "Potentially Significat Impact" to.a "Less Than Significat Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and

biiefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant (mitigation measures from
Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses~" may be cross-referenced).

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the. tiering, progr EIR,or other CEQA process,
an effect has been adequately analyzed hi an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section
i 5063( c)(3)(D).. In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:.

'a) ... EarlierAnalysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) . Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within
the .scope of and adequately analyzed in. an earlier document puruant to applicable legal
standar9s, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation 

measures based on the
. earlier analysis.

---

c) Mitigation measures. For effects that .are "Less than Significant with Mitigation'Meaures

rllcorporated", describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined &om the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the'checkHst references to infOlmation sources.
for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or
outside document ~hould, where appropiiate, include a reference to the page or pages where the
statement is substantiated.
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7) SUppol1ing Imonnation Sources: A source list should be attached, and othei' sources used or.
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

8) This is only a suggested fonn, and lead agencies are free to use different fonnats; however, lead

agencies should nonnally address the questions ftom .this checklist that' are relevant to project's
environmental effects in whatever fonnat is selected.

9) The explanation of each issue should identify:

. a) the significance crteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than sigiificant
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Less Less
Potentially Than Than No
Signifcant Significant .. Significant Impact

Impact With Impact
MitiimtioJ.l

1. AESTHETiCS -- Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
ví sta?

X

b) SubstantiaI1y damage , scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings

within a
Xstate scenic highway?

c) Substatially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its

Xsuroundings?

d) Create a new source of substatial light or glare
which would adversely affect 

day or nighttime

Xviews in the area?

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In deteemining
whether impacts to agrcultural resources are
significant envionmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to the California Agrcultw11 Land
Evaluation and Site Assessrnent Model prepared
by the California Dept. of Conservation as an

optional model to use in assessing impacts 
on 

agrculture and fannland. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Fannland, Uniqúe Fannland, or
Farland of Statewide Importance (Fanland),

as . shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Fal111land Mapping and Monitoring Program of

Xthe California Resources Agency, to non-
agrcultual use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Wiliamson Act contract?

X

c) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which. due to their location or

Xnature, could result in conversion of Fannland to
non"arocul tural use?
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Less Less

Potentially Than Than No

Signficat Significat Significant Impact
Impact With Impact

Mitiiiation

II. AIR QUALITY ~~ Where available, the
significance criteria established by the applicable
air quality management or air pollution coptrol.
district may be reHed upon to make the following
detenninations. Would the project:

a) Conflct with or. obstrct implementation of the

applicable Air Quality Plan? X

b) Violate any air quality standard or contrbute
substatially to an existing or projected air X
quality violation?

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
. increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non~attinment under an

applicable federal or state ambient air quality X
standard (including releasing emissions which
exce quantitative thesholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive. receptors to substatial. .

pollutat concentrations?
X

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people? 

X

iv. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the
.

~8

project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly
or though habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a cadidate, sensitive, or special

status species in local or regional plans, policies,
.

x
or regulations, or by the Californa Department
of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?
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Les . Less
Potentially l1ian Than . No
S~gnificant Significant Significal1 Impact

Impact With Impact
. .

Mitigation .b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparan
habitat or other sensitive natural 

cOmmunity 

identified in local or regional plans~ policies,

regulations or by the California Deparment of
xFish and Game or U.S,. Fish and Wildlife

Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federaUy
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, veral pool, coastal, etc.) though

Xdirect remQval, fillng, hydrological interrption,

or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any..
native resident or migrtory fish or wildlife
species. or with established native resident or

Xmigratory wildlife comdors,or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resource, such as a tree

Xpreservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conseration Plan, Natura) Conseration
Community Plan, or other approved local,

Xregional, or state habitat conservation plan?

V. CULTURL RESOURCES -. Would the
project:

a) Cause a substimtial adverse change in the
significance of a historical .resource as defined in

x§15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource

Xpursuant to § 15064.5?
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Potentially .
Significant

Impact

c) Directly 01' indirectly destroy a unique

paleontological resource or site or unique

geologic feature? .

d) Disturb any human reinains~ including those
intered outside of formal cemeteries?

Vi. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:
.

a) Expose people or stnnctures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of

..

loss~ involving:

i) Rupture of a known eartquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Gelo,gst for the area or based 011 other

substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geelogy Special

Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic grund shaking?

ii) Seismic-related ground. fai1ure~ including

liquefac~on?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss. of
topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable~ or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in OD-

or off-site landslide, lateral spreading~

subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soi1~ as defined in Table
i 8-1-B of the Unifoim Building. Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property?

. Less

Than
. Significant

With
Mitil!ation

Less
Than

Signficant
. Impact

. X

X

X

x

No
Impact

x

X

X

x

x.
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Less
LessTIianPotentially

Significant Than
NoSignificant

With Significant
Impact. Impact

Miti2ation Impact
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting

the use of septic tans or àltemative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available

xfor disposal of waste water?

vn. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATEIÜALS ~M Would the 

project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the.
enviromnent through the routine transport, use,

Xor disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or. the
environment through . reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditiön& involving the

Xrelease of hazardous materals into the
environment?

c) Emit hazadous emissions or handle hazardous
materials, substance, or waste withn one-

Xquarer mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site whiCh is included on a list of
hazrdous materials sites coinpiled purant to
Govel1ment Code §65962.5 . and, as a resule

Xwould it create a signifieathazard to the public
or the environment?

è)For a project. located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adppted,
within two inIleSof a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a safety ...

X
hazard for people residing or working in the
project af(~a?

f) For a project withn the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in. a safety
hazard for people residig 01' working in the

xproject area?
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g) Impair implementation of or physically interere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

. h) Expose people or structues to a significant risk
of losst injury or death involving wildland firest
including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or. where residences are
intenixed with wildlands?

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALIT-
Would the project:

a)' Violate any water quality standars or waste .
discharge requirements?

b) Substtially deplete groundwater supplies or
interere sustantially. with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowerng of the loca groundwater

table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-.

existing nearby wens would drop to a level
which would not support existing land uses or
planned uses for which pennits have bee
granted)?

cj Substatially alter the existing drainage. patter

of the site or area, including though the

alteration of the course of a strea or river, or

substantially increase the rate or amóunt of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in
Substantial erosion or siltation on~ oroff~site? .

d) Substantially alter. the existing. drainage pattern
of the site 01' area, including through the

alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface ruoff in a manner which would result in
flooding on.or off.site?

Potentially .
Significant

Impact

Less
Thn

Signifcant
With

Mitiiiatioii

Les
Than

S iggiificant

Impact
~

x

..

.x

No
Impact .

x

x

x

x
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.
e) Create or contrbute runoff water which would

exCeed the capacity of eXisting or planed
stoimwater drainage systems?

f) Place housing within a lOO-year flood hazard

area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate map or other
flood hazard delineation map?

g) Place within a 1 OO~year flood hazrd area
strctures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?

h) Expose people or strctures to a aignificant risk
of loss, injury or death involving flooding,

including flooding as. a resut of the failure of a
levee or dam? .

i) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

ix. LAND USE. AND. PLANNG ~~ Would the
project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

b) Contlict. with MY applicable land. use plan,
policy, or regtlation of an agency with

jursdiction over the project (including, but not

Iimited to the general plan, specific plan, loca
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted

. for the purpose of avoiding or mitigatig an
environmental effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation

. plan or natural communities conservation plan? .

X. MINERAL RESOURCES _M Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availabilty of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

Potentially
Significant

Impact
.

Les
TItan

Signifcant
With

Mitigation

. .

Less
Than

Significant
Impact

x

.

No
Impact

x

x

x

x

x

x

..

x

x
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Less
. Less 

Than
Potentially

Sígnificant
Than No

Significant With
Significant Impact

bnpact MililZation
Impact

b) Result in the loss of a~ailabi1tyof a locally.
importnt . mineral resource recovery . site

delineate on a local general plan, specific plan, X

or other land use plan?

XI. NOISE .- Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in exces of standards established in the

local general plan or noise ordinance, or X

applicable standards of othèr agencies?

b) Exposure of perons to or generation of
excessive groundbome vibration or groundborne X
noise levels?

c) A substantial pennanent increse in ambient

noise- levels in the project vicinity above levels X
existing without the project?

d) A substatial temporary or penodic increae in

ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
.,:

. levels existing without the projeCt?
X

e) For a proj ect located within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use
airort, would the project expose people residing

x

or working in the project area to excessive noise
levels?

f) For a project within the vicinty of a pnvate

airstnp, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise X

levels?
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Less
LLssThanPotentially

Significant Than
NoSignificant

With Significant
ImpactImpact

Mitigation. Impact
XIT. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the

project:

a) . InduCe substantial population growth in..an
area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indjrectly. (for

X .exainple, through extension of roads or other

inftastructure)?

b) Displace substatial numbers of existing
housing, necessitating the construction of

xreplacement housing elsewhere?

c) Displace substatial number of people~
necssitating the constrction of replacement

xhousing elsewhtr?

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES .

Would the project result in substantial adverse
physica impacts asociated with the provision
of new or physically altered goverental
facilities, nee for new or physicaly altered
goveeental facilties, the constrcton of
which could cause significant environmental.
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable servce
ratios, . response times or ~ther perfonnance
objectives for any of the public se1"vices:

Fire protection?

X
Police protection?

x
Schools?

X
Parks?

X
Other public facilties?

X
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. Les
. Than

Less
Potenûally Signficant

Th No
Significant With

Signficant Impact
Impact Mitie.ation

Impact

xiv. RECREATION--

a) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilties such . that substantial x
physical deteeoration of the facilty. would
occr or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilties
or require the constrction or expansion of

recreational facilties which might have an x

adverse physical effect on the envionment?

XV. .TRNSPORTATION I TRAFFIC -- Would
the project:

.

. a) Cause an increase in traffc which is substantial
in relation to the existing traffic load and.

capacity of the street system (i.e.t res.ult in a
substantial increase. in either the number of. .. X

vehicle trips, the volwne to capacity ratio on.
. roads, or congestion at intersections)?

r.

b) Exce, either individually or cumulativelYt a
'level of ~ervice standard estàblished by the

county congestion . management agency for X

designated roads or highways?

c) Reslt in a change in air traffc patterst
including either an increase in traffc levels or a

,

change in location that results in substantial x
safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazds due to a design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., far
X

equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? X

1) Result in inadeQuate parking capacity?
X



TT 060428
Initial Stùdy
Page 16

Less
Less

PotentiaUy . Than
ThnSignificant NoSignificant

With . Signficat
Impact..

Impact
Mitigation Impact

g) Conflict with adopted policiest plans, or
programs supporting alterative transportation

X(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS --
Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater trtment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water QuaJity Control

XBoard?

b) Require or result in' the constrction of new
water or wastewater treatment 

facilties or
..

expansion of existing . facilties, thè
Xconstrction of which could cause significant

..environrental effects?

..c) Require or result in the construction of new
storm water drainage facilties or expansion of
existing facilties, the constrction of which

Xcould cause significant .environnental effects?

d) ,Have suffcient water supplies available to
sere the project from existing resources, or are

Xnew or expanded entitlements neeed?
,

e) Have a determination by the wastewater .
treatment provider which Sêrves or may serve

the project that it has adequate capacity to

sere the project's projected demand in xaddition to the provider's existing
commitments?

f) Be sered by a landfil with . suffcient
permiited capacity to accommodate the

Xproject's solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal) state, and local statutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

X
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XVII. MANDATORYf'INDINGS
OF SIGNIFICANCE -

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade
the qualitY of the. environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop

below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or resttct the range of a rare or
endangerd plant or aniial or. eliminate
importt examples of the major perods of.

Californa history or prehistory?

b) Uoes the . project have iinpacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively

considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable"
meas that the incremental effects of a project
are considera~ie when viewed in connection

with the effcts of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects
which wil. cause substatiai adverse. effects on

human beings, eitherdirecdy or indirectly? . .

DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Les
Than

Significant
With

Mitiitation

Less
Than

Significant
Impact

x

No
Impact

x

.

,

x

. .
1.a. . Development. of the site wi1 eliminate the curent open appearance of the property and

. eliminate current views across it. There are no scenic areas listed by the Lacaster General Plan (LOP)

(LMEA Figure I 2.0-1). The development of the project would block views to the same extent as single
family residences to the nort and east of-the site which are developed at the densityaUowed by the
General Plan and zoning designations (R-? ,000). . Therefore, impaCt would be less than significant.

. b. The site contains no existing scenic resources or historic buildings.

. . c. The site does not contain any. significant visual character 01' landmarks. The project wil

contain a landscape setback along 40th Street West and Avenue J-8, and a masonr .wall around the
perimeter of the project. The individual dwellng units would be required to meet tyical building .
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setbacks for the Rø 7 ,000 Zone. The materials, architecture, and sçale of the buildings are consistent with
the. site and wil not adversely affect the visual character of the area.

d. Light generated ITom the project in the foom of street lights, residential lighting, and motor
vehicles would be similar to what already exists in the residential area east 

and north of the site; so no .
significant effects are anticipated.

n. The site is not cUlTently under aggcultul'al production and has not been used as such in the recent

past. The site is not identified as Prime or Unique fan1'1and, contains no Wiliamson Act Contract, and is
not located in proximity to any.existing agricultural operation. Therefore, the projec wil not. 

have animpact on agricultural resources. .

II. . a. Development proposed under the City's General Plan will not create air emissions that exceed
the Air Quaiity Management Plan (Lancaster General Plan Environmental Impact Report (GPEIR)

p. 5.6RI to 2). Therefore, the project itself wil not conflict with or obstrCt iinpleinentatioh of the AirQuality Management Plan. . .
. b. The projec wil generate 940 additional vehicle trips in the areä on a periodic basis, which will

generte pollutats. However, the amount 
of traffc generated. by the project if! not suffcient to create or

contrbute Considerably to. violations of air quality standar on eithr a loc8ized or regiooål basis
(GPEIRp. 5.6ø6 to 9). The project contans no significant stationar soUrces that would contribute. 

to airquaity violations. Emissions created during constrctiOn. wili not be sìgtificant because they are .

tempora in natue and quickly dispered. Creation of fugitive dust wil be minimized as noted. underItem No. IV.b. .
c. The project would, in conjunction with other development as allovyed by 

the General Plan,result in a cumuhitive net increase of pollutants. However, the project's. contrbution is considered as
de minimis becuse of its small scae. .,

d. The site is approximately 1.0 mile ftom the nearest sensitive reeptors (Antelope Valley

College) (LMEA p. 7.0-13 to 16 and Figue 7.0R2). The project, thérefore, wil not create substantial
pollutant concentrations in proximity to these receptors either during construction or operation..

e. The project could create odors on a tempora basis in conjunction with the operation of
construction equipment and machiner. This effect is not considered to be significant because 

the
. prevailng southwest wind would carry these odors away ftom adjacent residential 

ars and rapidlydisperse them.

IV. a. the site and surroUhding area do not contain any candidate, sensitive, or specal status species,

and the site itself is considered disturbed lands habitat that is surounded by uranized/disturbed land in
the immediate vicinity (LMEA Section 3.0).

b. The ~ite contains no identified watercourse riparian habitat (LMEA Section 3.0).

c. There are no identified wetlands or watercourse on the site that fall under the provisions of
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (Review of USGS sitè map).
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d. The site is not identified as a migratory wildlife col"idor or nurser area (LMEA Section 3.0).

e. The site is not within an area designated as prime desert woodland (LMEA Section 3.0);

therefore, there are no. City impo.sed preservation requirements. .

f. . There are no federal~ state,ar.local habitat canseration plans applicable 
to. the site (LMEA

Sectian 3:0).

V. a.-d. A Cultural Resource investigation was conducted by Richard H. Narwood on.the propery

Quring February 2004. As aresUUt afthe surey, ria prehistaric sites ar.arifacts were identified on 

the .

praperty. No. prehistoric penod sites.o.r artfacts were recrded. While 
no. prehistoric sites ar arifacts~

and no. potentiallY significant histaric sites or artifacts wer faund durig the surey, in the event that
such artifacts or sites are'discovered during the develapment of the pro.pery~ wark must stop at the
discovery site and a professional cultural resource consultant wil need to 

evaluate the new find,

Inclusion af such measures would reduce potential iinpact.to a level of insignifiCance.

VI. a. The site is nat identified as being in ar. in praximity to. a fault ruptue zOne (LMEA Figure
2.0-7) or subject to liquefactian (LMEA p. 2.0-33 to 34). The site is within Seismic Zone I and. is,
therefare, subject to. severe seismic shaking; however, the project wi be constrcted in accordance 

with

~e seismic requirements af the Uniform Building Cçde (UBe) as adopted by the City~ which would

Tender any potential impacts to. less than significat The site 
has only a slight slape and is not subject to-landslides.. .

b. The site is rated as havig a IIoneto slight potential for erosion (USSCS.maps) when cultivated

or cleaned of. vegetation. Therefore, there is a potential for water and wind ersion durng constructian.
The praject wil be required~ under the provisions of Lacaste Municipal Code (LMC) Chapter 8.16; to
adequately wet or seal the soil to prevent wind ersion. Watererosion contrals must be prVided as par
of the project grading plan to be reviewed an approved 

by the City~.s Engineeng Division. These
provisions, which. are a par of the project~ wil reduce any impact to less than significant.

c. The site is not within an area subject to fissuring, sinkoles, ar liquefaction (LMEA Section
2.0).

d. The soil on the site is characterized by a low skink-swell potential (LMEA p. 2.0-13 and
Figure 2.0-5).

e. Sewer is available to serVe the site and wil be utilize by the praject (Ref. Item XVLb.).

VVI. a-f. Typical an-site project use would consist of typica household cleaners, fertlizers, and
possibly small amounts af pesticides within the landscape areas or around buildings. These materials
and theii' use would be. similar to that af the residential area immediately 

to. the east and northeast and

therefore, impacts would be less than significant. The site itself is not on a.list afhazardaus material
sites ar in proximity to - major users of hazardous materials or main transportation routes (LMEA
p.9.1-17 to. 29). The site is more than four miles from the nearest airport, which is Fox Field

(Figure 6.0-8).
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. g. . The project would not impair or physically block any identified evacuation routes.
(LMEA Figge 9.J-3).

h. The site could be subject to localized brush fires because adjacent land to the northwest is

undeveloped.. However, the site is within the urban serice range (1.5 miles) of Los AngeJesCounty
Fire Station Nos. 130 and 134, which would be able to provide rapid response in the event of a fire.
Impacts are, therefore, less than significant.

VI. a. The site.is not in proximity to an open body of waste or watercourse and is not in an aquifer

recharge area (LMEAp. 10.1-5 to 7); therefore, there will be no discharge. into a 

water body or theaquifer as a reslt of surface ruoff ftom the project. The project wil be connected to the Los AngeJes

County Santation Distrct No. i 4 treatment system for wastewater and wil, therfore, not violate any
wastewater discharge reqireents.

.'".

b. The Los Angeles Cöunty Waterworks Distrct No. 40 has stated (see letter in case file) that the
project can be served by existing facilties; therefore; the development would not result in the substantial
depletion. of groundwater supplies. .

c.& d. . Development of the site wil increase the amount of 

surace ruoff' as a result ofimpervous surface (building and pavement) being constroted. Currt suraçe flow.on the site is
generally from south to nort. The project would be designed, on the basis of a hydrology stuy, to' .
accept CUlent flows enteng the proper, handle the additional inCremental ruoff frm the developed
site, and discharge the flow. Therefore, impacts would be less than significat. .

. e. The development of the site wil result in an increinentalincrease in storn water runoff . The .
City Enginee has indicated that the design of the project wil utilize the propos~. public streets and
either consct a: stonn drin, or parcipate in drnage reimbursement . 

distrct with adjacnt tracts thattogeter wil constrct the stonn drain as the primary meas of trsportng runoff and. these steets wil
be designed through a hydrology study to accommodate the exp'ected flows; therefore~ impacts for stoiID.
water runoff would be Jess than significat.

f.& g. The site is not within or in proximity to a i OO~yea flood 
zOne as identified on the FIRM.

h. The project does not contain and is not downstream frm a dam or levee.

i. . The site is not located. in an area subject to mudflows and is not located in proximity to water
storage tan or other strctue that would be subject to failure ftom seiche during an eahquake.

IX. a. The project would hot block a public street, tril, or other accss or result in a physical barrerthat wòuld divide the community. .
b. The project would.not conflict with.,the City's General Plan and the zoning designation of

R~ 7 ,000 for t~w site.

c. As noted under item IV.f., the site does not contain significant natUJal habitat and is not subject
to a conservation plan (LMEA Section 3.0).
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X. . a; & b. The site does not contain any current mining or reevet operations for mineral resources

and is considered unlikely 10 .contain commercially significant amounts of such resources (LMEA
p. 2.0-39).

. XI. a. The. City's General Plan (Table II-I) establishes an outdoor maximum CNEL of 6S dBA fOT
residential areas~ The primar source of noise on. the site would be from vehicle traffc on 40th Street
West; curently, the noise level is between 60 and 6~ dBA CNEL (LMEA Table 8.09). This noise level
is consistent with the standards of the General Plan; noise levels ate expected to decrease to some extent
because a masonr wall and landscape area wil be provided along 40tt Street West frontage,as a part of.
the project. .

. b. . The project wil not contain groundmounted industrial-tye machinery or uses capable of.

generating groundborne vibrations or noise. .

c.. Peranent increases in area levels win occur once the residential project is Completed. and

occupied. These noise levels wil be generated by Ilonnal actiVities that occur in a residential setting
(yard work, radio, television sets, etc.) and trom motor vehicles. These noise levels, 

although greater
than what currently exists on the vacant site, would be similar to those that already exist in: the adjacent
residential area. Therefore, the increase in noise levels is not considèred signficat. .

d. l1i.ere wil be atemporar increase in noise levels in the area durng constction of the project
Ths noise will be generated by constrcton vehicles and equipment. Conscton activities of the
project are regulated by Secon 8.24.040 of the LMC, which limits the hours of constrction work to
between sunrse and 8;00 p.m. Monday though Saturday. . Effects are not considered significant because
they are temporary and construction times limited to daylight hours.

e:&f. The site is not in. proximity to an airort or a frequent overflght are and would not
experience noise.:fm these sources (LMA p. 8:0-25 to 30). -

XII. a. The project would generate additional population grwt in the immedate area becuse 94 new
dwellng. units wil be constructed. This additional increas~ will contribute; on an incremental basis, to a
significant cumulative. increase in the population of the City over the projeced 20-year peeod of the
General Plan. However~ because of the small scale of this individual development, it is deemed to have
a de minimis contribution to.the cumulative effect.

b.&c. Development of the project wil not disp1ace existig housing or people because the site iscW1"ently vacat. .
XlI. The project site is within the urban èore of the City and within the serice area of 

both the Los

Angeles County SheriffsDepartent and Station Nos. 130 and 134 of the 
Los Angeles County Fire

Departent. Therefore, the project wil not result in a nee for additional facilties to provide these
services.

Development of the project wil result in an incremental increae in population (See Item XII), which
. wil result in an increase in the number of students in both the Antelope Valley Union High School

District and Lancaster School District. Proposition i A~ which governs the way in which school funding
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is cared outt predeeminesby statut~ that payment of develQper feesaa'e adequate mitigation for school
impacts. Therefore, the initial study detennines by stat.ute that the fees required òf the developer are

. adequate to reduce the identified impacts.

The project wil result in an incremental increase in demand on parks and other public facilties. This

increase wil not require. the provision of additional facilities at this time; however, the project wil pay a
"fair share" amount to provide such additional facilities in the future through the City's:development
impact fees.

XIV. a.&b. The project wil result in a small incremental increae in demand on parks and other public
facilties. However, this project is not of a size or scale to cause significat deterioration of such
facilties. or require the provision of addition~ facilties, therefore, impacts would be less than

. significant. .
XV. a. The proposed project could generte 940 daily vehicle trps when completed based on the
Institute of Transporttion. Engineers Trip Generation ManuaL. The City Traffc Engineering Manager
has indicated that the project trffc wil not adversely affect traffc flow. 

on 40t~ Street. West in thevicinity of the project. . .
b. The additional traffc from the project would contrbute to a cumulative increase in traffc on

an area~wide basist although this project's contrbution is considered to. 

be de minimis. .The prQjectwil
pay a "fair shar~' amount in fee for traffc signals and streets to of(setsome of this cumulative effect

c, . The p1'ject wil not affect air traffc levels or patters becuse it is not in,proxhriity to an
aiort flght path (LMEA p. 6.0-46 to 62). . .

d.&e All stree desgn. feature of the proposed map -are consistent witllthe City.'s Subdivision
Ordinance, so no hazaous traffc conditions wil be created though the design of the project, -and
adequate emergency access wiU exist withi the project

f.&g. On-site garage parking wil be provided for all dwellng units, so the projec Will hAve

adequate parking capacity, and the parking wil not conflict with 

exitig bike lanes or transit routes in
the. ara.

XVI. a. . The proposed project wil generate additional wastewater flow 

to Los Angeles County
Santation Distrct 

(LACSD) No. 14, which has indicated that it has sufficient capacity to serve this
proposed project (see letter in case file).

b. Sewer exists adjacent to the site (Avenue J-6 at 40th Street West) capable of servng the project,
and no expansion of the treatment facilty is needed to aCCmmodate this 

project (LACSD letter). The
Los Angeles Waterworks Distrct No. 40 has not indicated any problems in supplying water to the
pi'oject from existing facilties.

c. Ref Item VULe. & d.

d.&e. The project has a suffcient water supply, and sewer exists in the vicinity to serve the
project (Ref. Item VII.a,Me, and Item XVI.b.).
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f.&g. The project wil generate additional solid waste, which wil contrbute to an overall
cumulative impact on the landfill sering the site (GPEIR p.5.9.4-3 to 9)) although this project's
individual contribution is considered as de minimis. Long-term expansion of the landfill would
adequately mitigate these cumulative impacts (GPIER p. 5.9.4-9). Individual residential uiits within the .
project wil berequil'ed to have trash collection serices in accordance with City contracts with waste

haulers over the life of the project. These haulers are required to be in compliance with applicable

regulations on solid, waste transport and disposal) including waste stream reduction mandated underAB 939. .
XVII. a. Ref. Items I) II, IV, V, VII, XI, XVi.

b. The project's contrbutions to identify significat cumulative effects are all de minimus.
Ref. Items II.c) XII.a., XV.b., and XVI.f.& g.

c. Ref. Items II, VI, VII, VII, XI, XII) xiii, XI, xv, XVi.

List of Referenced Doçuments and Available Locations*:

CRS:
FIR:
GPEJR:
LACSD:
LACWD:
LOP:
LMC:
LMEA:
USGS:
USSCS Map:
UBC:

Cultural Resource Study, RT Facfiders, Februar 2004
Flood Insurance Rate Map
Lacaster General Plan Environmental Impact Report

Lòs Angeles County Sanitation Disttict Letter, March 2004
L.A. County Water Distrct No. 40, Letter, March, 2004
Lancaster General Plan .
Lacaster Municipal Code
Lancaster Master Environmental Assessment
United States Geological Survey
United States Soil Conservation Serice Maps
Unifonn Building Code

* CD: Department of Community Deve1ópment

PW: Departent of Public Works

Lancaster City Hall
44933 N. Fer Avenue
Lancaster~Califomia 93534

CD
PW
CD
CD
CD
CD
CD
CD
CD
CD
PW
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ANNEXATION 40-51 TO. LOS ANGELES COUNTY
WATERWORKS DISTRICT NO.' 40. LANCASTER'

PROPOSED PARCEL H A"

IN THE CllY OF lANCASR, COUNlY OF LOS ANGELES. STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BEING A SUBDMSION OF A PORTION OF LOT 2 IN THE SOUT HA OF THE
OF THE NORTWEST QUARTER OF THE SOUTWEST QUARTER OF SËCTION 19,
TOWNSHIP 7 NORT, RANGE 12 WES, ACCORDING TO THE OFFICIAL PlAT OF

. SAD lAND

'REPARED BY:

_HUNSAKER & ASSOCIATESLOS ANGELES, INC.
. PLANNING · ENGINEERING . SURVENG

2604 Ave Ha SUe #1 . Val CA 91S
FX (661) 299890 .. PI (661) 2942211

EXHIBIT "A"

WATER ANNEXAtiON TR. 60428

CITY OF LANCASTER
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